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Western development and thought surrounded by an ocean of
Orientalism; they are the interpreters of American idealism to the
Far East.' The Islands were abase for American influence—political,
economic, and social. Progress there depended on two things'
American leadership and a free market in the United States. If
these were withdrawn he believed that economic chaos and political
and social anarchy would result, followed ultimately by the domina-
tion of some foreign power, probably either China or Japan. He did
not think it mattered under what verbal professions the act of with-
drawal was cloaked; the United States would be held to have aban-
doned wards whom they had undertaken to protect. An American
withdrawal would upset the balance of power ('political equili-
brium') ; and it would be against the interest of World Peace. As
a result of his residence in the Islands, Mr. Stimson had formed the
conviction that a solution of the 'problem could be achieved, with
the full consent of the Filipino people, which would not only satisfy
their aspirations for self-government, but honourably and justly safe-
guard the interests of the United States both at home and in the Far
East.'1 But Congress showed no signs of heeding the warnings of
members of the Government. On the 29th April the Senate gave
consideration to its Committee's Bill, In a debate on the 25th May
it was urged to take action on independence before the end of the
session. On the 13th June the Senate debated the Bill (H.R. 7233)
which had been sent up from the House of Representatives, but
no action was taken nor were amendments considered. On the 29th
June another debate took place, this time on the Hawes-Cutting Bill,
which was substituted for the House Bill, and amendments were
moved, but on the 1st July the House adopted a motion by Senator
Robinson of Arkansas to postpone further consideration until the
next session, in December.
Meantime, in the Philippines, opposition to the Bill was appearing.
In the summer Mr. Manuel Quezon declared that what the Filipinos
wanted was freedom, but that they did not believe that this could
be attained from the United States without independence and that
an autonomous state with dominion status was probably impossible.
He said that the attitude of the Congress at Washington had changed
during the last few years and that it was no longer thinking of its
relationship with the Philippines and the Far East but rather of how
Philippine sugar affected beet-sugar growers and how Philippine oil
affected American farmers. On the 6th November, after five months'
discussion, the Philippine Legislature again demanded independence
1 The United States Daily, 5tli April, 1932.

